IN    THE    FIRST    FLIGHT

against one of these, it were better he had a mill-stone
around his neck and were cast into the sea."

He appealed against the conviction, pleading that the
accident was entirely due, not to excessive speed, but to
the condition of the road, and a slight accident when
the driver had touched the accelerator instead of the
brake. He also protested with vigour against the conduct
of the prosecuting Counsel, Sir Richard Muir, who had put
to the Defendant no fewer than eight questions, all alike,
which tended to show that he had bought the car fr r no
other reason than that it would go at great speed. " 1 ".se -
questions were wrongly put," he said, " and had dj d
from the Defendant the fact that he had had an unfortl e
past record of accidents." Mr. Justice Avory: \

repeating the question many times, Sir Richard Muir___j

casting the fly over a lazy fish until he bit,"

It seemed, indeed, that the Appeal Judges agreed with
Curtis-Bennett's submissions. The summing-up, they said,
had been unfortunate, and they did not agree with the
manner of the prosecution. But the appeal failed, and
Curtis was most indignant, because he held that his case
had been hopelessly prejudiced by unprecedented conduct
aimed at the exposure of the Defendant as an habitually
dangerous driver.

In July, 1921, Curtis had a noted victory in obtaining
the reversal of a conviction against a well-known clergy-
man who had been arrested for " a Hyde Park offence."
It was the first of his great defences of prominent men
whose conduct in the Park led them to be accused of
offences which resulted, in some cases, in a sentence of
infinitesimal importance compared with the disgrace that
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